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BULLETIN OF AMERICA’S TOWN MEETING OF THE AIR 


GEORGE V. DENNY, JR., MODERATOR 


MAY 16, 1950 VOL. 16, No. 3 


: To What Extent Is Government Responsible 
| for Social Welfare? 


# Announcer: 

Tonight your Town Meeting welcomes you to the Music 
# Hall of the Cleveland Auditorium at Cleveland, Ohio, the city 
‘rom which Town Meeting made its first broadcast away from 
New York 11 years ago. On that occasion, we were the guests 
of the American Association of School Administrators. 

Tonight, our hosts are the Amalgamated Clothing Workers 
Union of America, convening in Cleveland this week for their 
17th Biennial Convention. The delegates assembled here rep- 

‘vesent 375,000 working people in clothing factories in more 
‘than 500 communities and 39 states. 

They are in Cleveland to review their Uniohi s work, to hear 
reports on the Amalgamated social security program, its co- 
operative housing development, its educational program, and 
tits legislative activities. The world’s most highly skilled cloth- 
ling workers take their responsibilities seriously, both as 
craftsmen and as citizens, and Town Meeting is proud to be a 
part of their national convention. 

Now, to preside over our discussion, here is your Moder- 
ator, the President of Town Hall and Founder of America’s 
Town Meeting, George V. Denny, Jr. Mr. Denny. (Applause) 


oderator Denny: 

Good evening, neighbors. It is indeed a privilege to es here 
lin Cleveland, participating in the 17th Biennial Convention 
sof the Amalgamated Clothing Workers Union, our New York 
and Washington sponsors. 


One of the things I remember most vividly about my first! 
visit to New York 25 years ago was a tour of the coodpera-| 
tive apartment development of the Amalgamated Clothing} 
Workers. This was a great pioneering step for any union to) 
undertake at that time, so I was not surprised to find this} 
union further advancing the welfare of its members through} 
radio in 1950. And let me assure you that Town Meeting} 
and your Town Hall are highly pleased to have been selected} 
as your medium for reaching the influential people in all) 
groups with your message. 

I hope that this evening we'll be able to discuss this ques-5 
tion of government responsibility for our social welfare in| 
realistic and human terms rather than merely political. The 
only purpose of debating this subject tonight is to help us/ 
think more clearly and wisely about this important question.| 

Experience has certainly taught us that there are many] 
things we can do better through our Government than as] 
individuals; notably, our individual and national defense,? 
our education, the delivery of our mail, and public roads.} 
With the growing complexity of our economic system, we} 
have begun to use our Government to cope with the hazards} 
of industrial accidents, unemployment, and old age. 

In recent years, this has been extended to minimum wages,} 
flood control, farm-price subsidies, housing, hospitalization,| 
and, possibly, medical care—and this is the area of our debate} 
tonight. Congressman Andrew J. Biemiller of Wisconsin} 
speaks for those who believe these things are definitely the’ 
responsibility of Government. Mr. W. W. Vandeveer, a direc-' 
tor of the Ashland Oil and Refining Company, takes the 
opposing view. What do you think? 

We'll hear first from the Democratic Congressman from) 
Wisconsin, one of Capitol Hill’s leading spokesmen for the 
Fair Deal program, Congressman Biemiller. (Applause) 


Congressman Biemiller: 


Mr. Denny and friends. To what extent is Government 
responsible for social welfare? I don’t know whether any-. 
body ever asked Abraham Lincoln that question, but he cer-. 
tainly had an answer ready. Back in 1854, he used these words 
in a speech: “The legitimate object of Government is to do 
for the people what needs to be done, but which they cannot 
by individual effort do at all or do so well for themselves.” 


In other words, our Government is as fully responsible for 
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social welfare as the people of this country need and want 
i it to be. 

The men who wrote the Constitution weren’t just wasting 
‘words when they wrote the “to promote the general welfare” 
(elause way back in 1789, and the voters who endorsed the 
New Deal and Fair Deal programs based on that concept 
‘of social welfare in the last five presidential elections are no 
‘more to be ignored than the Constitution or Abe Lincoln. 

What’s the argument, then? Why are we discussing this 
‘question at all? Because there appears to be an unconvinced 
_and leather-lunged minority in this country which is inter- 
ested in its own special welfare rather than the general wel- 
fare; which insists that the Constitution doesn’t mean what 
‘the Supreme Court says it means, that the voters don’t know 
‘what they’re doing, and, finally, that this country is not big 
enough or rich enough or smart enough to promote the wel- 
fare of all its citizens. 

They think we can only look after a special group of our 
eitizens, a group, none too surprisingly, made up of the people 
who are doing the complaining, men represented in Congress 
by the Taft tintype. They are happy to accept government 
subsidies to the railroads, the shippers, the air lines, the pub- 
ushers, and other big industries. Even a veteran trumpeter 
of disaster like Republican National Committee Chairman 
Guy Gabrielson is happy to have a government corporation 
lend his concern 18 million dollars. 

It is when we talk of decent old-age pensions for the men 
and women who do America’s work that we hear the proph- 
ecies of doom from men who themselves receive huge cor- 
porate pensions. It is when we propose to extend coverage 
and increased benefits under the Social Security law and 
establish a system of payments to those permanently dis- 
abled that we hear protests. 

It is when we talk of National Health Insurance for the 
men and women whose health and well-being are the strength 
of America, and when we propose to strengthen medical edu- 
‘cation with federal funds that help various local groups build 
‘more hospitals that this minority cries that America cannot 
afford to have adequate medical care for all. 

Well, just who believes in the American system, anyway? 
I submit that we Fair Dealers are the ones with the real and 
fighting faith in the ability of a democracy and its vital 
dynamic economy to produce a better life for all. These others 
‘have become government haters. They forget that a demo- 
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cratic government is the servant of the people, not the master.% 
They forget, because the Government is no longer their> 
servant but that of the people of the United States. I 

Despite this, Lincoln’s definition of government is a living) 
faith in America today. Mr. Vandeveer, that which we were® 
unable to do as individuals, we are doing together through} 
our Government. To call what we have wrought in Americal 
in the last 16 years the “gimme state” or the “hand-out state”! 
or the “jail state” is to insult the American people, for they): 
built the New Deal and the Fair Deal in the image of their} 
highest aims and aspirations. And it works. All the silly talk é 
we have heard about ruining the country looks a little silly’ 
when you read the financial pages and find out that produc-} 
tion rate and profit rate are the highest in our history. . 

I say to Mr. Vandeveer, “If you don’t want Government? 
taking responsibility for the social welfare, then you should} 
be advocating the repeal of all social security legislation, of 
unemployment compensation, of workmen’s compensation,/ 
of minimum wage legislation, of public health measures, of 
farm subsidies, of federal controls on monopolies, of bank 
deposit insurance, of all the legislation that put this countr 
back on its feet in the 1930’s and is keeping it the most pros-! 
perous country in the world today.” : 


To what extent is Government responsible for social wel- 
fare? The American voter has already answered that ue 
tion to the extent that he needs and wants the services of his’ 
servant—democratic government. (Applause) | 


Moderator Denny: 


Thank you, Congressman Biemiller. Well, we seem to have! 
some rather fundamental differences of opinion here tonight 
between our two speakers, just as there are throughout the! 
country where this subject is being debated. 

Mr. W. W. Vandeveer, Director of the Ashland Oil and: 
Refining Company, does not pretend to speak for all of Amer- 
ican business, but he is widely recognized as a vigorous and 
effective spokesman for those who challenge President Tru- 
man’s so-called Fair Deal program. Mr. W. W. Vandeveer. 
(Applause) 


Mr. Vandeveer: 


Mr. Denny, Mr. Congressman, and ladies and gentleman. 
I would like now, Mr. Congressman, to address myself to: 
you, and to make the statement that you have made the most 
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langerous type of speech that could possibly be made at this 
ime. 

You assume that anyone who opposes the Fair Deal opposes 
e welfare of the people. This is certainly not the case, when 
ou remember that 51 per cent of the people did not vote 
gainst themselves but did vote against the Fair Deal. 
Everybody wants security, with a high standard of living. 
averybody wants freedom and liberty. You have to work 
{to get them. They don’t come for nothing. © 

_ Under our constitutional government, we have been given 
he opportunity to work as free citizens for our own security 
and to produce the highest standard of living in human 
lbistory. 

_ The whole purpose of the people who founded our great 
‘\Nation—your ancestors and mine—was to get out from under 
Ithe control of a despotic government, so that they could 
assume individual responsibility for their own welfare. The 
fovernment they established guaranteed them nothing except 
freedom and a chance for a better life to those who were 
willing to work. 

Tonight’s subject shows how far some of us have drifted 
im our thinking from our hardy, independent fathers. This 
‘shift from self-reliance to the “gimme state” overlooks certain 
‘simple fundamental principles: 

First, that our Government produces nothing—not one loaf 
of bread, one pair of shoes, or even a carpet tack. 

Second, that our Government can give only that which it 
takes from someone else. 

Third, that our Government has no money to pay for any- 
thing except as you and I pay taxes, and, today, the Govern- 
ment is going into the red at the rate of 15 million dollars a 
day. That’s approximately between a five and six-billion- 
‘dollar deficit that the Government is talking about now. 

Fourth, that those who are idle must be supported by those 
who work and produce. 

Fifth, that Government can go bankrupt. 

Sixth, that when -we allow or ask for government regula- 
tions, restrictions, and regimentations we're giving up more 
-and more of our freedom. 

And, lastly, seventh, that even with full totalitarian gov- 
ernment and control of economy no nation can maintain its 
- standard of living nor guarantee security for all. In all history, 
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the best that it may have been able to do was to establish 
more equitable distribution of poverty and starvation. f 
The final answer to this question, ladies and gentlemen if 
will not be given here tonight. The final answer will not be) 
made in the halls of Congress. The final answer will be mades 
by action or failure to act on the part of 150 million Americans 
How far will we allow Government to take over the direc-j 
tion of our lives? How much are we willing to pay for gov-{ 
ernment-controlled and government-directed social welfare 7% 
The Brookings Institute points out that the social program 
being pushed in Congress today would cost 30 billions of 
dollars in the year of 1960; 44 billions in 1990. This is abouts 
equal to the extremely high federal budget for 1950. ! 
Are you willing and able to practically double your shares 
of the cost of Federal Government? Today we pay 25 per cent, 
approximately, of our dollar income for government services. 
Are you ready to give up almost half your income to buy! 
promises, when there can be no guarantee that you will gets 
back 100 cents’ worth of service for your dollar? : 
I don’t think that we can be taken in by political promises? 
of complete security run by a paternalistic government. The! 
Constitution says, “the Government shall promote the gen-| 
eral welfare.” It does not say, “provide individual welfare.” 
Let’s keep it on that basis. (Applause) 


Moderator Denny: 


Thank you, Mr. Vandeveer. Well, ladies and gentlemen, you! 
have certainly heard both sides of this question ably presented | 
by both speakers. Now, before we take the questions from 
the audience, I wonder if the speakers have questions for each’ 
other. Congressman Biemiller, have you a question or a com- 
ment for Mr. Vandeveer? i 

Congressman Biemiller: Do I correctly interpret Mr. Van-' 
deveer’s statement to mean that he is opposed to any kind of: 
government action in the field of social welfare? 

Mr. Denny: Mr. Vandeveer? | 

Mr. Vandeveer: No, sir. I am not opposed to certain social 
welfares. There are certain social welfares that this Govern-. 
ment should provide. 

Mr. Denny: Now, are you ready to ask a question of Con- 
gressman Bienulien? 

Mr. Vandeveer: I think I’d like to say before I ask a ques- 
tion that I'd like to just refer, if I may, to Mr. Biemiller’s talk. 
Just a short time ago, Mr. Congressman, I made a very tactless 
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( error, and my face was very red. I misquoted the great Presi- 
« dent Lincoln, and I stood corrected. 

And tonight, Mr. Congressman, I want.to inform you that 
Mr. Lincoln never said, never made the quotation which you 
gave, but on that day, which you referred to, Mr. Lincoln used 
that quotation in a speech which he made. Mr. Lincoln did not 
originate it, but Mr. Lincoln goes on to say—this is after the 
‘quotation, ladies and gentlemen — “There are many such 
things. Some of them exist independently of justice in the 
world; some of them, of injustice in the world—making and 
maintaining roads, bridges, and the like; in providing for the 
helpless young and afflicted; common schools; and disposing 
)ef deceased men’s property.” Mr. Congressman, I ask that you 
stand corrected on your quotation. 

Mr. Denny: Congressman Biemiller? 

Congressman Biemiller: I think that Mr. Vandeveer, if he 
»would bother to check back into the original Lincoln records, 
would find that he is in error. The quotation can be found 
in the life of Lincoln and his writings that was put together 
by his two secretaries—Nicolay and Hay—in Volume 2, page 
582. (Applause) 

Mr. Denny: Anything further you want to say about this, 
(Mir. Vandeveer? What is your source of information—the 
same volume? 

Mr. Vandeveer: I checked as late as four o’clock this after- 
190n in the library, and this was given to me as a fact and 
eead to me, and I took it down, and I quote from the record. 
Mir. Lincoln’s statement was a quote—that is, the statement 
hat Mr. Congressman quoted him. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Vandeveer. 
ow, while we get ready for our question period, here is a 
nessage for all Town Meeting listeners. 

Announcer: We know that many of you have followed 
hese Town Meeting broadcasts since their inception in 1935. 
Ne know you remember such discussions as those between 
Jarold Ickes and Frank Gannett, Wendell Willkie and Robert 
Jackson, Verne Marshall and Dean Acheson. 

How would you like to hear the most dramatic highlights 
‘rom these memorable Town Meetings? On Monday evening, 
Way 29, the American Broadcasting Company will present 
i special documentary program, commemorating Town Meet- 

g’s 15 years on the air. In a beautifully organized docu- 
nentary, you may hear once again the highlights from the 
‘nost notable Town Meetings in this exciting period of our 
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history—the voices of the men and women who made history | 
since 1935. Make a note not to miss this thrilling program— | 
America’s Town Meeting, 1935 to 1950, on Monday night, } 
May 29, over ABC. Consult your local newspapers for thef 
time in your city. i) 

Now for our question period, we return you to Mr. Denny.| 
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QUESTIONS, PLEASE! 


Mr. Denny: Mr. Vandeveer said he had a question for Con- 
gressman Biemiller that we didn’t get time to have before. 
Now, your question, Mr. Vandeveer. 

Mr. Vandeveer: My question, Mr. Congressman, is, “Do 
you propose to stop with socialized medicine, or do we include 
] industry — agriculture, manufacturing, commerce, and 
avigation, the four pillars upon which our prosperity is 
ibuilt? 

_ Mr. Denny: Congressman Biemiller? 

Congressman Biemiller: First of all, let me make it clear 
Ithat I am not in favor of socialized medieme but what I am 
roposing and what the President of the United States has 
roposed is a system of national health insurance—something 
entirely different than socialized medicine. (Applause) 
Secondly, as for the other part of your question as to where 
wwe intend to go with any socialization measures, may I point 
eut that we’re not discussing socialization tonight. We’re dis- 
cussing what is commonly called the “welfare state’—the use 
#< government by the people to advance their own welfare. 
— have not at this time or any other time in a discussion of the 
welfare state’ proposed the socialization of any industry. 
(Applause) 

Man: Mr. Vandeveer. I am a father of four, earning a mod- 
erate salary. If I should become sick, without health insur- 
sace, must I become a charity case? 

Mr. Denny: The gentleman says he is the father of four 
bhildren, and if he becomes sick and the children become sick, 
is he going to be a charity case? 

Mr. Vandeveer: I don’t think so. If you’re working for some 
2orporation or some plant, you'll probably come under social 
security. 

Man: Congressman Biemiller, should medical coverage be 
enacted by the Government, would a person have available 
specialists of the medical profession for those who feel they 
want the finest of service? 

_ Congressman Biemiller: Yes. The only change that will be 
made in the practice of medicine under the bill which I am 
ponsoring—the President’s health program—is this: The 
pills for medical cost will be paid out of a national health in- 
surance fund. Other than that, there is no shift. You go to the 
doctor of your choice. If he has to call in specialists, he calls 
n any specialist he wants. I repeat, the only thing that will 
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change from the way you understand medicine in Americej 
today is that the bills will be paid out of a national health 
insurance fund. (Applause) t 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. Mr. Vandeveer has a comment or); 
that question. —_ 

Mr. Vandeveer: Mr. Congressman, you made the statement} 
that our Government is fully responsible for social welfare 
as to the people’s needs and what they want to be. I would likejl 
to ask the Congressman, please, who is going to decide wha’ 
the Government should do—the 49 per cent of the voters foil, 
the Fair Deal, or the 51 per cent who voted against it? Or) 
will it be a superwelfare board sitting in Washington? i 

Congressman Biemiller: The answer to that question is) 
I think, quite clear. I happen to be an old-fashioned Amer 
ican who has a tremendous faith in the American democraticé 
system, and I believe that when the people speak and elec} 
their representatives, that’s what we want in this country. 4% 

I would also like to point out that as long as my opponent® 
Mr. Vandeveer, insists on juggling figures, he’d better reminci 
you that in this alleged majority against the Fair Deal he’s 
including the votes of a lot of people who have been con¥ 
demned as fellow travelers of the C. P. (Applause) t 

Lady: Mr. Vandeveer, I would like to ask you why can’§ 
big business spend part of its big profits for the welfare 
of its workers who have helped tc accumulate these profits] 


THE SPEAKERS’ COLUMN 


ANDREW J. BIEMILLER—Congressman Biemiller, Democrat, of 
Wisconsin, and currently a member of the House Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Committee, is also a lecturer, writer, and 
educator. 

Born in Sandusky, Ohio (1906), he graduated from Cornell 
University with an A.B. degree in 1926. He taught history at the 
University of Pennsylvania the next six years while doing gradu- 
ate work at that institution. From 1932-42, he was 2 member of 
the Wisconsin Legislature. Following his service on the War 
Production Board, he was elected to the 79th Congress from the 
5th Wisconsin District. 


W. W. VANDEVEER—Mr. Vandeveer is director of the Ashland 
(Ky.) Oil and Refining Corporation. He is also the Chairman of i 
the Committee for a Manpower Survey of the entire petroleum 


industry, which was set up at the request of the National Security 
Resources Board. 
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_ Mr. Vandeveer: I think big business is. The Standard Oil 
ae of Indiana only last week made such a demon- 
stration. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. Next question. 

Lady: Mr. Biemiller. If the Government can aid the foreign 
ountries with unlimited amounts of money, should not their 
»wn people be uppermost in their mind? 

_ Mr. Biemiller: Now, first of all, I must quarrel with this 
tatement that we are sending unlimited amounts of money 
broad. What we are actually doing is sending a limited 
umount of money abroad in an effort to help Western Europe 
et back on its feet and build strong democratic systems in 
»Ose countries. 

_ Thad the pleasure last fall of visiting in most of the countries 
hat are being aided by the Marshall Plan, and I am happy 
report they are getting back on their feet and are firm 
elievers in democracy. But certainly at the same time it’s 
yovious that I believe that our Government is big enough 
iad strong enough and that our country has a vital enough 
sconomy that we can at the same time do the kind of things 
sat have to be done for our own people. (Applause) 

Lady: If Government would take the full responsibility for 
cial welfare, what incentive would one have to work and 
ry to better his own living conditions and environment? 

Mr. Denny: Mr. Vandeveer? 

Mr. Vandeveer: The whole system of social welfare has 
“en tried, right down from the Roman history on down. 
aesar tried it, they all tried it; and there has never been a 
me of them that’s worked. There has never been a country 
hat has had this complete socialization that has ever lived 
—to the final analysis—except a war or something came along 
d eliminated it. It will not work. 

Man: My question is to Congressman Biemiller. While there 
re several millions of unemployed people in the United 
states, why does not Congress pass legislation to reduce 
etirement from age 65 to 60 in order that these unemployed 
an be employed, and so that there wouldn’t be so much un- 
ployment in this country? 

Mr. Denny: Just a minute. Let’s get our facts straight. We 
ast had a program where the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
d the U. S. Chamber of Commerce both agreed that the 
‘nemployment figure was around four million. 

Congressman Biemiller: Well, let me comment briefly on 
ae question. I will agree that there is the beginning of a 
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serious unemployment problem in America—a problem thatil 
must be met. But I don’t think that you meet it primarily by! 
putting people on social security pensions. You meet it) 
through an expanding economy that will create jobs and will 
create more wealth. (Applause) i 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. Next question. : 

Man: Mr. Vandeveer. Why is medical care considered good 
for Congressmen and Senators and not good for the workers}: 
in the plants of the country who pay their entire bill? 

Mr. Vandeveer: I think you should ask Congressmanjf 
Biemiller that question. He can probably answer it a great? 
deal more definitely than I can, because he happens to be 
one of them. i 

Mr. Denny: Congressman Biemiller, do you want to com-ff 
ment on it? . 

Congressman Biemiller: I think that it’s a fact that is noi 
too well known that the Congress of the United States oper-) 
ates under an out-and-out socialized medicine system. Free! 


Robert Taft. (Shouts and applause) 
Mr. Denny: Thank you, Congressman Biemiller and Mri 
Vandeveer. Thanks, too, to our hosts, the Amalgamated Cloth- 
ing Workers Union of America at their 17th Biennial Con-3 
vention in Cleveland. i 
Now, in just a moment, I'll tell you about our subject and) 
speakers for next week. 
Announcer: Tonight, we are particularly proud to an-5 
nounce for the first time the publication of a book which will 
be of special interest to every Town Meeting listener. As part} 
of our 15th anniversary observance, we are publishing an 
attractive pictorial and historical record of these Town} 
Meetings throughout the years entitled, Good Evening) 
Neighbors. 
The book’s 84 pages recapture all the excitement and 
dramatic history highlighting the more than 600 broadcasts! 
since 1935, including 14 beautifully illustrated pages on Town 
| 


Meeting’s world tour. Here you'll see how Town. Meetings 
are put together; candid photographs of many programs you 
will remember; feature articles by Harry A. Overstréet, 
Norman Cousins, Herman Steinkraus, Walter Reuther, and/ 
others. It is a fascinating story, paralleling the most important 
happenings of our generation. For your copy of Good Evening, 
Neighbors, send $1 to Town Hall, New York 18, N. Y. | 
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Denny. 


Now to tell you about next week’s program, here is Mr. 


_ Mr. Denny: Now, friends, what’s your opinion about 
divorce? “Are Divorces Ruining Our Children?” This will 
‘be our subject next week in Town Hall, New York, when 
Dr. Henry A. Bowman, Chairman of the Division of Home 
and Family Living at Stephens College at Columbia, Mo., 
and Vincent J. Malone, New York attorney and Vice Presi- 
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tions Have on Our Foreign 
Policy? 

52. How Can We Best Insure Loy- 
alty of United States Citizens 
and Officials? 
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. How Should Business and Gov- 
ernment Deal With Unemploy- 
ment? 
2.Is the American Press Doing 
Its Job Today? 


= 


dent of the Catholic Lawyers Guild of New York, give their 
expert and contradictory opinions on this question. / 

The following week, Town Meeting celebrates its 15th 
anniversary on the air with a special hour-long program, 
starting at 8:30 Eastern Daylight Saving Time, and originat- 
ing from Boston, where we’ll be the guests of the General 
Federation of Women’s Clubs. We’ll take a long look at the 
future, discussing the subject, “What Progress May We 
Expect in the Next Half Century?” Dr. James R. Killian, Jr., 
President of one of our greatest scientific institutions—the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology; Dr. Earnest A. Hooton, 
leading American anthropologist, of Harvard University; f 
and Dr. Fairfield Osborn, President of the New York 
Zoological Society and author of Our Plundered Planet; and 
your Moderator, who has at last made Town Meeting, will 
be the speakers. Our guest moderator will be the distin- 
guished journalist, Erwin Canham, editor of the Christian 
Science Monitor. So we hope you'll plan to be with us next 
week and every week at the sound of the Crier’s bell. 
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